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DETAILED ACTION 
Response to Arguments 

1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 59 and 62 have been considered 
and are not persuasive. Please see the following rejection (specifically the 
Chennakeshu section of the rejection) which explains how the newly added limitations 
are interpreted and rejected. 

Claim Objections 

2. Claim 73 objected to because of the following informalities: Claim 73 recites, "a 
first wireless telephone subscribed to receive one or more services including from a first 
wireless service provider..." The word including is a bit confusing since there are no 
services listed, unless it was intended to have services listed after "including" it seems 
this word can be removed to avoid confusion. Appropriate correction is required. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

3. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

4. Claim 59 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Herman 
et al. (US 6633757) in view of Fitzgerald (US 6564056) in further view of Marchbanks et 
al. (US 6266401) and Chennakeshu et al. (US 6542758). 
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Regarding claim 59. Herman teaches a wireless communication system (see 
column 4 line 53-column 5 line 3, and column 6 lines 17-27, i.e. wireless LAN [WLAN]) 
comprising: a first wireless telephone (see column 6 lines 52-60, i.e. cellular phones, or 
several other devices) and a second wireless telephone (see column 6 lines 52-60, i.e. 
cellular phones, which is understood that the devices can be several cellular phones to 
share the services, and column 14 lines 61-63, where it is explained that 2 devices that 
"share" services can be of the same type, i.e. "implementations are possible where 
devices are employed which have essentially the same building blocks") and sharing at 
least one service of the one or more services with the first wireless telephone (see 
column 15 lines 36-38). Herman also teaches that the WLAN may comprises access 
points which can provide the wireless devices with access to a wired network, which 
can be understood that the devices can be connected to some service provider. 
Herman further teaches the limitation wherein the service provider provides a shared 
voicemail feature, (see column 15 lines 35-38, the invention is used to share services, 
where voicemail is clearly a service). Herman further teaches the idea that the shared 
service is provided in response to receiving a request in column 6 lines 34-38, where he 
explains if the user desires the service consuming device must be able to assess the 
location of a service providing device in order to utilize the given service. Thus the 
consuming system must request the service from the other system in order to allow for 
sharing the service. 

However, he does not clearly disclose that the first wireless telephone is 
subscribed to receive one or more services from a first wireless network and the second 
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wireless telephone is subscribed to receive one or more services from a second 
wireless service provider. He also does not distinctly disclose that the first and second 
wireless telephones share a single wireless service plan. 

Fitzgerald teaches of a hub, or wireless device, used in a wireless network. He 
teaches the idea of the wireless device within the wireless network (item 100 in figure 1, 
shown as HUB, with wireless connections to item 108 and wireless interfaces 150), is 
also connected to multiple service providers to receive services in figure 1 , see HUB 
100 and cellular network 108, data network 104, and telephone network 106. (Also see 
column 3 lines 65-column 4 line 11) It must be understood that the Fitzgerald's figure 1 
is just an example of the invention and may possibly contain multiple cellular networks 
(i.e. wireless service providers, rather than a cellular, data, and telephone, it could 
clearly have 2 separate cellular and a data network, thus allowing for subscribing to 
receive services from a second wireless service provider different from the first.) In 
Fitzgerald, the first wireless telephone 130, is able to make and receive calls over the 
cellular network 108. (i.e. subscribed to receive one or more services from a first 
wireless service provider), and the PDA 124 is able to use the data network 104 to send 
and receive data (i.e. subscribed to receive one or more services from a second 
wireless service provider). Whether or not the first and second wireless telephones (124 
and 130) can utilize the services of more than one network (i.e. the PDA utilizing the 
data network and cellular network) is irrelevant, since the claims merely recite that the 
first wireless telephone be subscribed to receive one or more services from a first 
wireless service provider (which it is, since phone 130 can utilize cellular network 108) 
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and the second wireless telephone be subscribed to receive one or more services from 
a second wireless service provider (which is also the case since the PDA can utilize the 
services of the data network 104). Fitzgerald also teaches the idea wherein the first 
wireless telephone and the second wireless telephone share a single wireless service 
plan administered by the first wireless service provider or the second wireless service 
provider in figure 1 , where the service provider is the cellular network 108, and the PDA 
124 and phone 130, share a single service plan registered with the cellular network, (i.e. 
the HUB device 100, allows for connecting between both the PDA 124 and phone 130 
with the multiple networks, therefore there can be one service plan with the cellular 
network and the multiple devices can share that service plan.) 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the subscribing to a wireless service provider as in Fitzgerald, 
with the wireless network that shares services in Herman. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow the devices within the wireless communication system (i.e. 
the wireless network), to enable the devices (i.e. cellular phones) to communicate with 
external service providers (Fitzgerald column 1 lines 58-64). 

However Herman and Fitzgerald do not specifically disclose the limitations 
wherein the first and second wireless telephones share a single billing report under the 
single wireless service plan, and that the first wireless telephone receives one or more 
services including one of call forwarding and a voicemail service. 

Marchbanks teaches of a consolidated billing system for use in telephony 
networks. He teaches the idea of combining network and third party usage charges 
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integrated into a single bill (see the abstract). Marchbanks further teaches the first 
wireless telephone receives one or more services including one of call forwarding and a 
voicemail service in figure 6 item 100. 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the single billing as in Marchbanks with the communication 
network that shares services as in Fitzgerald and Herman. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow for consolidated accounting of services provided (Marchbanks 
column 3 lines 43-44). 

However Herman, Fitzgerald, and Marchbanks do not distinctly teach wherein 
the second wireless telephone is a vehicle wireless telephone, integrated into an 
electrical control system of the vehicle. They also do not teach the idea of the wireless 
telephone having the service of hands free dialing. Although, Herman further teaches 
the first wireless phone is a personal phone in column 6 lines 54-60, i.e. personal digital 
assistants and cellular phones. Herman also teaches the wireless LAN can be located 
within a car in column 6 lines 47-50. 

Chennakeshu clearly teaches a telephone for use in a vehicle (see the abstract 
and figure 1). Also see column 1 lines 24-26, and column 3 lines 58-column 4 line 9. 
Further see figure 1 which shows the telephone integrated into the steering wheel of the 
vehicle. Further see column 2 lines 30-37, and column 3 lines 1-7. (i.e. the phone 
system may work with the inherent systems of the vehicle, or electrical control system) 
Chennakeshu further teaches the idea of utilizing the service of hands free dialing in the 
vehicle wireless telephone in the abstract (i.e. hands free unit). Further, the newly 
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added limitation of a connectivity service for sharing information between the vehicular 
wireless telephone and the personal wireless telephone is very broadly recited. The 
idea of "sharing information" between a vehicular phone and personal phone is inherent 
each time a call is made between the two devices. Chennakeshu teaches in column 9 
lines 48-51 (i.e. claim 1 ), that the base unit in the vehicle (vehicular wireless phone) 
communicates with a station outside the vehicle (i.e. personal wireless phone). The 
communicating between the two devices clearly reads on sharing information, whether it 
be the actual users talking back and forth, or it be the connectivity service allowing the 
devices to wirelessly "talk" back and forth, sending signals to each other which allows 
the users to communicate, both of these situations read on the broad recitation of the 
connectivity service allowing the two devices to share information. 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the vehicle phone as in Chennakeshu with the communication 
network that shares services as in Marchbanks, Fitzgerald, and Herman. The motivation 
for doing so would have been to allow for easy access to the wireless telephone by the 
driver of the vehicle. 

5. Claim 62 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
grounds of rejection as applied to claim 59 above, and further in view of Rosener et al. 
(US 2002/0028655). 

Regarding claim 62. Herman teaches a wireless communication system (see 
column 4 line 53-column 5 line 3, and column 6 lines 17-27, i.e. wireless LAN [WLAN]) 
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comprising: a first wireless telephone (see column 6 lines 52-60, i.e. cellular phones, or 
several other devices) and a second wireless telephone (see column 6 lines 52-60, i.e. 
cellular phones, which is understood that the devices can be several cellular phones to 
share the services, and column 14 lines 61-63, where it is explained that 2 devices that 
"share" services can be of the same type, i.e. "implementations are possible where 
devices are employed which have essentially the same building blocks") and sharing at 
least one service of the one or more services with the first wireless telephone (see 
column 15 lines 36-38). Herman also teaches that the WLAN may comprises access 
points which can provide the wireless devices with access to a wired network, which 
can be understood that the devices can be connected to some service provider. 
Herman further teaches the limitation wherein the service provider provides a shared 
voicemail feature, (see column 15 lines 35-38, the invention is used to share services, 
where voicemail is clearly a service). 

However, he does not clearly disclose that the first wireless telephone is 
subscribed to receive one or more services from a first wireless network and the second 
wireless telephone is subscribed to receive one or more services from a second 
wireless service provider. He also does not distinctly disclose that the first and second 
wireless telephones share a single wireless service plan. 

Fitzgerald teaches of a hub, or wireless device, used in a wireless network. He 
teaches the idea of the wireless device within the wireless network (item 100 in figure 1, 
shown as HUB, with wireless connections to item 108 and wireless interfaces 150), is 
also connected to multiple service providers to receive services in figure 1 , see HUB 
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100 and cellular network 108, data network 104, and telephone network 106. (Also see 
column 3 lines 65-column 4 line 11) It must be understood that the Fitzgerald's figure 1 
is just an example of the invention and may possibly contain multiple cellular networks 
(i.e. wireless service providers, rather than a cellular, data, and telephone, it could 
clearly have 2 separate cellular and a data network, thus allowing for subscribing to 
receive services from a second wireless service provider different from the first.) In 
Fitzgerald, the first wireless telephone 130, is able to make and receive calls over the 
cellular network 108. (i.e. subscribed to receive one or more services from a first 
wireless service provider), and the PDA 124 is able to use the data network 104 to send 
and receive data (i.e. subscribed to receive one or more services from a second 
wireless service provider). Whether or not the first and second wireless telephones (124 
and 130) can utilize the services of more than one network (i.e. the PDA utilizing the 
data network and cellular network) is irrelevant, since the claims merely recite that the 
first wireless telephone be subscribed to receive one or more services from a first 
wireless service provider (which it is, since phone 130 can utilize cellular network 108) 
and the second wireless telephone be subscribed to receive one or more services from 
a second wireless service provider (which is also the case since the PDA can utilize the 
services of the data network 104). Fitzgerald also teaches the idea wherein the first 
wireless telephone and the second wireless telephone share a single wireless service 
plan administered by the first wireless service provider or the second wireless service 
provider in figure 1 , where the service provider is the cellular network 108, and the PDA 
124 and phone 130, share a single service plan registered with the cellular network, (i.e. 
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the HUB device 100, allows for connecting between both the PDA 124 and phone 130 
with the multiple networks, therefore there can be one service plan with the cellular 
network and the multiple devices can share that service plan.) 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the subscribing to a wireless service provider as in Fitzgerald, 
with the wireless network that shares services in Herman. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow the devices within the wireless communication system (i.e. 
the wireless network), to enable the devices (i.e. cellular phones) to communicate with 
external service providers (Fitzgerald column 1 lines 58-64). 

However Herman and Fitzgerald do not specifically disclose the limitations 
wherein the first and second wireless telephones share a single billing report under the 
single wireless service plan, and that the first wireless telephone receives one or more 
services including one of call forwarding and a voicemail service. 

Marchbanks teaches of a consolidated billing system for use in telephony 
networks. He teaches the idea of combining network and third party usage charges 
integrated into a single bill (see the abstract). Marchbanks further teaches the first 
wireless telephone receives one or more services including one of call forwarding and a 
voicemail service in figure 6 item 100. 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the single billing as in Marchbanks with the communication 
network that shares services as in Fitzgerald and Herman. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow for consolidated accounting of services provided (Marchbanks 
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column 3 lines 43-44). 

However Herman, Fitzgerald, and Marchbanks do not distinctly teach wherein 
the second wireless telephone is a vehicle wireless telephone, integrated into an 
electrical control system of the vehicle. They also do not teach the idea of the wireless 
telephone having the service of hands free dialing. Although, Herman further teaches 
the first wireless phone is a personal phone in column 6 lines 54-60, i.e. personal digital 
assistants and cellular phones. Herman also teaches the wireless Ian can be located 
within a car in column 6 lines 47-50. 

Chennakeshu clearly teaches a telephone for use in a vehicle (see the abstract 
and figure 1). Also see column 1 lines 24-26, and column 3 lines 58-column 4 line 9. 
Further see figure 1 which shows the telephone integrated into the steering wheel of the 
vehicle. Further see column 2 lines 30-37, and column 3 lines 1-7. (i.e. the phone 
system may work with the inherent systems of the vehicle, or electrical control system) 
Chennakeshu further teaches the idea of utilizing the service of hands free dialing in the 
vehicle wireless telephone in the abstract (i.e. hands free unit). Further, the newly 
added limitation of a connectivity service for sharing information between the vehicular 
wireless telephone and the personal wireless telephone is very broadly recited. The 
idea of "sharing information" between a vehicular phone and personal phone is inherent 
each time a call is made between the two devices. Chennakeshu teaches in column 9 
lines 48-51 (i.e. claim 1 ), that the base unit in the vehicle (vehicular wireless phone) 
communicates with a station outside the vehicle (i.e. personal wireless phone). The 
communicating between the two devices clearly reads on sharing information, whether it 
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be the actual users talking back and forth, or it be the connectivity service allowing the 
devices to wirelessly "talk" back and forth, sending signals to each other which allows 
the users to communicate, both of these situations read on the broad recitation of the 
connectivity service allowing the two devices to share information. 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the vehicle phone as in Chennakeshu with the communication 
network that shares services as in Marchbanks, Fitzgerald, and Herman. The motivation 
for doing so would have been to allow for easy access to the wireless telephone by the 
driver of the vehicle. 

However, they fail to specifically disclose the limitations wherein the system 
detects the proximity of the personal telephone to the vehicle phone and re routes the 
call to the vehicle phone. They also do not specifically teach the ideas that this can be 
done while the vehicle is being driven or that the communication unit of the vehicle is 
responsive to receipt of a proper activation code. 

Rosener teaches the idea that a user walking to their car while in a call on their 
hand held phone, a Bluetooth discovery is made when the person gets close enough to 
the vehicle, and the call is then connected to a repeater of the vehicle to allow for the 
proper signal strength to continue the call, (see par. 1 1 8) Rosener further explains in 
par. 120 that the Bluetooth discover can be made while the vehicle is being driven in 
par. 120, where he explains that multiple users are in a car on a business trip, and 
explains that the owner enables the system to allow the passenger to utilize it (this can 
clearly happen while the owner is driving the vehicle since the passenger may then be 
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granted access while the car is driving and thus the system will allow for the Bluetooth 
discovery). Rosener further teaches the idea that vehicle system could require an 
access code to be utilized in par. 117. 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the teachings of Rosener with the teachings of Chennakeshu, 
Marchbanks, Fitzgerald and Herman. The motivation fordoing so would have been to 
allow for continuing the phone call with enough signal strength. 

6. Claim73 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over the 
grounds of rejection as applied to claim 59 above, and further in view of Boltz et al. (US 
5943620). 

Regarding claim 73. Herman teaches a wireless communication system (see 
column 4 line 53-column 5 line 3, and column 6 lines 17-27, i.e. wireless LAN [WLAN]) 
comprising: a first wireless telephone (see column 6 lines 52-60, i.e. cellular phones, or 
several other devices) and a second wireless telephone (see column 6 lines 52-60, i.e. 
cellular phones, which is understood that the devices can be several cellular phones to 
share the services, and column 14 lines 61-63, where it is explained that 2 devices that 
"share" services can be of the same type, i.e. "implementations are possible where 
devices are employed which have essentially the same building blocks") and sharing at 
least one service of the one or more services with the first wireless telephone (see 
column 15 lines 36-38). Herman also teaches that the WLAN may comprises access 
points which can provide the wireless devices with access to a wired network, which 
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can be understood that the devices can be connected to some service provider. 
Herman further teaches the limitation wherein the service provider provides a shared 
voicemail feature, (see column 15 lines 35-38, the invention is used to share services, 
where voicemail is clearly a service). Herman further teaches the idea that the shared 
service is provided in response to receiving a request in column 6 lines 34-38, where he 
explains if the user desires the service consuming device must be able to assess the 
location of a service providing device in order to utilize the given service. Thus the 
consuming system must request the service from the other system in order to allow for 
sharing the service. 

However, he does not clearly disclose that the first wireless telephone is 
subscribed to receive one or more services from a first wireless network and the second 
wireless telephone is subscribed to receive one or more services from a second 
wireless service provider. He also does not distinctly disclose that the first and second 
wireless telephones share a single wireless service plan. 

Fitzgerald teaches of a hub, or wireless device, used in a wireless network. He 
teaches the idea of the wireless device within the wireless network (item 100 in figure 1, 
shown as HUB, with wireless connections to item 108 and wireless interfaces 150), is 
also connected to multiple service providers to receive services in figure 1 , see HUB 
100 and cellular network 108, data network 104, and telephone network 106. (Also see 
column 3 lines 65-column 4 line 11) It must be understood that the Fitzgerald's figure 1 
is just an example of the invention and may possibly contain multiple cellular networks 
(i.e. wireless service providers, rather than a cellular, data, and telephone, it could 
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clearly have 2 separate cellular and a data network, thus allowing for subscribing to 
receive services from a second wireless service provider different from the first.) In 
Fitzgerald, the first wireless telephone 130, is able to make and receive calls over the 
cellular network 108. (i.e. subscribed to receive one or more services from a first 
wireless service provider), and the PDA 124 is able to use the data network 104 to send 
and receive data (i.e. subscribed to receive one or more services from a second 
wireless service provider). Whether or not the first and second wireless telephones (124 
and 130) can utilize the services of more than one network (i.e. the PDA utilizing the 
data network and cellular network) is irrelevant, since the claims merely recite that the 
first wireless telephone be subscribed to receive one or more services from a first 
wireless service provider (which it is, since phone 130 can utilize cellular network 108) 
and the second wireless telephone be subscribed to receive one or more services from 
a second wireless service provider (which is also the case since the PDA can utilize the 
services of the data network 104). Fitzgerald also teaches the idea wherein the first 
wireless telephone and the second wireless telephone share a single wireless service 
plan administered by the first wireless service provider or the second wireless service 
provider in figure 1 , where the service provider is the cellular network 108, and the PDA 
124 and phone 130, share a single service plan registered with the cellular network, (i.e. 
the HUB device 100, allows for connecting between both the PDA 124 and phone 130 
with the multiple networks, therefore there can be one service plan with the cellular 
network and the multiple devices can share that service plan.) 
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Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the subscribing to a wireless service provider as in Fitzgerald, 
with the wireless network that shares services in Herman. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow the devices within the wireless communication system (i.e. 
the wireless network), to enable the devices (i.e. cellular phones) to communicate with 
external service providers (Fitzgerald column 1 lines 58-64). 

However Herman and Fitzgerald do not specifically disclose the limitations 
wherein the first and second wireless telephones share a single billing report under the 
single wireless service plan, and that the first wireless telephone receives one or more 
services including one of call forwarding and a voicemail service. 

Marchbanks teaches of a consolidated billing system for use in telephony 
networks. He teaches the idea of combining network and third party usage charges 
integrated into a single bill (see the abstract). Marchbanks further teaches the first 
wireless telephone receives one or more services including one of call forwarding and a 
voicemail service in figure 6 item 100. 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the single billing as in Marchbanks with the communication 
network that shares services as in Fitzgerald and Herman. The motivation for doing so 
would have been to allow for consolidated accounting of services provided (Marchbanks 
column 3 lines 43-44). 

However Herman, Fitzgerald, and Marchbanks do not distinctly teach wherein 
the second wireless telephone is a vehicle wireless telephone, integrated into an 
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electrical control system of the vehicle. They also do not teach the idea of the wireless 
telephone having the service of hands free dialing. Although, Herman further teaches 
the first wireless phone is a personal phone in column 6 lines 54-60, i.e. personal digital 
assistants and cellular phones. Herman also teaches the wireless LAN can be located 
within a car in column 6 lines 47-50. 

Chennakeshu clearly teaches a telephone for use in a vehicle (see the abstract 
and figure 1). Also see column 1 lines 24-26, and column 3 lines 58-column 4 line 9. 
Further see figure 1 which shows the telephone integrated into the steering wheel of the 
vehicle. Further see column 2 lines 30-37, and column 3 lines 1-7. (i.e. the phone 
system may work with the inherent systems of the vehicle, or electrical control system) 
Chennakeshu further teaches the idea of utilizing the service of hands free dialing in the 
vehicle wireless telephone in the abstract (i.e. hands free unit). Further, the newly 
added limitation of a connectivity service for sharing information between the vehicular 
wireless telephone and the personal wireless telephone is very broadly recited. The 
idea of "sharing information" between a vehicular phone and personal phone is inherent 
each time a call is made between the two devices. Chennakeshu teaches in column 9 
lines 48-51 (i.e. claim 1 ), that the base unit in the vehicle (vehicular wireless phone) 
communicates with a station outside the vehicle (i.e. personal wireless phone). The 
communicating between the two devices clearly reads on sharing information, whether it 
be the actual users talking back and forth, or it be the connectivity service allowing the 
devices to wirelessly "talk" back and forth, sending signals to each other which allows 
the users to communicate, both of these situations read on the broad recitation of the 
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connectivity service allowing the two devices to share information. Further, the idea of 
sharing information related to the vehicle itself is obvious in view of the provided 
references, since as the examiner explained the shared information can be that of the 
users talking and "sharing information". One of ordinary skill in the art would have seen 
that the users could share any information they desire, such as information relating the 
vehicle. Even so, the idea of a transceiver in a vehicle allowing for sharing information 
related to the vehicle to another wireless device is well known in the art of navigation 
systems. The system must share information related to the vehicle in order to locate 
and track the vehicle for navigational purposes. 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize the vehicle phone as in Chennakeshu with the communication 
network that shares services as in Marchbanks, Fitzgerald, and Herman. The motivation 
for doing so would have been to allow for easy access to the wireless telephone by the 
driver of the vehicle. 

However, they do not specifically disclose the idea of a home location register 
that instructs a mobile switching center to reroute a communication to the personal 
wireless telephone from the vehicular wireless telephone. 

Boltz teaches a method and system of a HLR (home location register) that 
integrates two different mobile devices (abstract). He teaches the idea of a home 
location register that instructs a mobile switching center to reroute a communication to 
the personal wireless telephone from the vehicular wireless telephone in column 2 lines 
1 1-33. He teaches that the HLR routes the incoming calls to one of the two devices 
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depending on which is active or which is the primary device. He even mentions in 
column 1 lines 53-58 that the two mobile devices ca be a vehicle mounted phone and a 
portable handheld mobile phone. 

Therefore it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time of invention to utilize HLR which routes calls between the vehicle phone and 
portable phone as in Boltz with the communication network that shares services as in 
Chennakeshu, Marchbanks, Fitzgerald, and Herman. The motivation fordoing so would 
have been allow for a system and method that enables a user with two mobile phones 
to receive calls at whichever one they choose, (i.e. the active one as in Boltz.) 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 67-68 are objected to as being dependent upon a rejected base claim, 
but would be allowable if rewritten in independent form including all of the limitations of 
the base claim and any intervening claims. 

8. Claims 55-58, 60-61 , 63-66, and 69-72 are allowed over the prior art of record. 

Conclusion 

9. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 

§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 
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A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MICHAEL T. THIER whose telephone number is (571 ) 
272-2832. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 7:30-4:30. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Due Nguyen can be reached on (571 ) 272-7503. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/M. T. J.I 

Examiner, Art Unit 2617 
3/11/2008 



/DUC NGUYEN/ 

Supervisory Patent Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



